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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This communication is responsive to the Amendment filed 7/6/2007. 

2. Claims 1-11 and 42-45 are currently pending in this application. In response to the 
Amendment filed 7/6/2007, claims 12-41 are canceled and claims 42-45 are newly added. This 
action is made Final. 

Claim Objections 

3. The claim Amendment received on 7/6/2007. The changes are acknowledged and 
accepted. Therefore, the Claim Objections made in a prior Office Action are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. The claim Amendment received on 7/6/2007. The changes are acknowledged and 
accepted. Therefore, the 35 U.S.C. 101 rejections made in a prior Office Action are withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

6. Claims 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. 

Regarding claims 42-45, these claims recite the limitation of "searching one or more 
indexes for a first corpus of content... second, different corpus of content" (i.e., lines 2-4 of 
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claim 42). These claimed limitations constitute new matter since there was no support for these 
claimed limitation in the original specification. More specifically, the specification (pg. 4, 
[0008]) discloses the phrase "... processing the query in a first manner when the query is 
determined to be a non-commercial query. The method may further include processing the query 
in a second, different manner when the query is determined to be a commercial query", and such 
a limitation does not support the claimed limitation of "one or more indexes for a first corpus of 
content" and "one or more indexes for a second, different corpus of content" Therefore, the 
claimed limitation of "searching one or more indexes for a first corpus of content. . . second, 
different corpus of content" constitutes new matter. 

7. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

8. Claims 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

Regarding claims 42-45, these claims recite the limitation " one or more indexes for a 
first corpus of content" and "one or more indexes for a second, different corpus of content " (i.e., 
lines 2-4 of claim 42). There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
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such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 1,5-11 and 42-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0220912 by Fain et al. (hereinafter Fain) in view 
of U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0027670 by Petropoulos (hereinafter 
Petropoulos), and further in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,321,224 issued to Beall et al. (hereinafter 
Beall). 

Regarding Claims 1, 9 and 11, Fain discloses a method fro processing a query, 
comprising: 

A) receiving a query, as a query submitted by a user (Fain: [0012 & 0019]); 

C) processing the query in a first manner when the query is determined to be a 
non-commercial query, as a first processing of treating all queries as non-commercial 
queries (Fain: [0024, 0048 & 0080]); and 

D) processing the query in a second, different manner when the query is 
determined to be a commercial query, as a filtering out process to sort out commercial 
queries (Fain: [0024, 0050 and 0080]). 

Fain does not explicitly disclose: 

B) determining, whether the query is a commercial query or a non-commercial 
query; 

However, Petropoulos discloses: 
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B) determining, whether the query is a commercial query or a non-commercial 
query; as the query is determined to be non-commercial or commercial (Petropoulos: 
[0071]); 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the teachings of Fain with the teachings of Petropoulos to utilize the search 
engine to identify the submitted query as a commercial or a non-commercial query to with the 
motivation to enhance identifying commercial or non-commercial queries in the search engine to 
better find a listing of best matching web documents (Petropoulos: [0002 & 0004]). 

Fain and Petropoulos do not explicitly disclose: 

A) . wherein the query includes at least an entered term or phrase, 

B) . determining, based at least in part on an analysis of the entered term or 
phrase. 

However, Beall discloses: 

A) . wherein the query includes at least an entered term or phrase, as an entered 
search string by a user (Beall: col. 4, Ins. 62-col. 5, Ins. 2), 

B) . determining, based at least in part on an analysis of the entered term or 
phrase, as to find an exact match of the search string against the database (Beall: col. 5, Ins. 15- 
29). 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the teachings of Fain and Petropoulos with the teachings of Beall to utilize 
the strings entered by a user with the motivation to enhance identifying the submitted search 
term within the database (Beall: col. 2, Ins. 35-47). 
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Regarding Claim 5, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein the 
processing the query in a first manner includes: 

retrieving one or more documents relating to the query (Fain: [0079]), and 
scoring the one or more documents based at least in part on a first set of criteria 
(Fain: [0078, 0084 and 0087]). 

Regarding Claim 6, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein the 
processing the query in a second, different manner includes: 

retrieving the one or more documents relating to the query (Fain: [0079]) and 
(Petropoulos: [0071]), and 

scoring the one or more documents based at least in part on a second, different set 
of criteria (Fain: [0078, 0084 and 0087]). 

Regarding Claim 7, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein the 
determining includes: 

determining whether the query is a commercial query or a non-commercial query 
based at least in part on one or more attributes of documents that match the query 
(Fain: [0012, 0019, 0046 & 0078]) and (Petropoulos: [0071]). 

Regarding Claim 8, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein the 
determining includes: 
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determining whether the query is a commercial query or a non-commercial query 
based at least in part on user-supplied data regarding the query or documents that 
match the query (Fain: [0078-0079]) and (Petropoulos: [0071]). 

Regarding Claim 10, this claim is also rejected based upon the same reasoning as claims 
1, 9 and 11. Additionally, Fain, Petropoulos and Beall disclose: 

A). a memory configured to store instructions, as a recordable data storage medium 
(Fain: [0082]) ; and 

It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the teachings of Fain and Petropoulos with the teachings of Beall to utilize 
the strings entered by a user with the motivation to enhance identifying the submitted search 
term within the database (Beall: col. 2, Ins. 35-47). 

Regarding claim 42, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein 
processing the query in first manner includes searching one or more indexes for a first corpus of 
content and processing the query in a second manner includes searching one or more indexes for 
a second, different corpus of content (Petropoulos: pg. 4, [0062]; pg. 5, [0078]) and (Beall: col. 
5,1ns. 15-29) 

Regarding claims 43, 44 and 45, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the computer- 
implemented system wherein means for processing each query in the one or more queries based 
at least in part on the identifying includes: 
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means for searching one or more indexes for a first corpus of content when the query is 
identified as non-commercial (Fain: [0024, 0050 and 0080]) and (Petropoulos: pg. 4, [0062]; pg. 
5, [0078]) and (Beall: col. 5, Ins. 15-29); and 

means for searching one or more indexes for a second, different corpus of content when 
the query is identified as commercial (Fain: [0024, 0048 & 0080]) and (Petropoulos: pg. 4, 
[0062]; pg. 5, [0078]) and (Beall: col. 5, Ins. 15-29). 

11. Claims 2-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fain in view 
of Petropoulos, further in view of Beall, and further in view of U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No. 2005/0050045 by Taira et al. (hereinafter Taira). 

Regarding Claim 2, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall disclose the method wherein the 
determining includes: 

determining whether the query is included in a list of commercial (Fain: [0012, 
0019]) and (Petropoulos: [0071]), and 

identifying the query as a commercial query when the query is included in the list 

of commercial (Fain: [00 12 & 0019]) and (Petropoulos: [0071]). 
Fain and Petropoulos do not explicitly disclose: 

query patterns; 
However, Taira discloses: 

query patterns (Taira: [0328]). 
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It would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
invention to modify the teachings of Fain, Petropoulos and Beall with the teachings of Taira to 
utilize the query pattern with the motivation to enhance the search engine to return more useful 
results to satisfy the user with the more accurate search result (Taira: [0014]). 

Regarding Claim 3, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall and Taira disclose the method 
wherein the determining further includes: 

determining, when the query is not included in the list of commercial query 
patterns, whether the query relates to at least one commercial query pattern in the 
list of commercial query patterns (Fain: [0012, 0019 & 0057]) and (Petropoulos: 
[0071]) and (Taira: [0328]), 

identifying the query as a commercial query when the query relates to at least one 
commercial query pattern in the list of commercial query patterns (Fain: [0012, 
0019 & 0057]) and (Petropoulos: [0071]) and (Taira: [0328]), and 
identifying the query as a non-commercial query when the query is unrelated to 
the list of commercial query patterns (Fain: [0019 & 0050]) and (Petropoulos: 
[0071]) and (Taira: [0328]). 

Regarding Claim 4, Fain and Petropoulos and Beall and Taira disclose the method 
wherein the determining whether the query relates to at least one commercial query pattern in the 
list of commercial query patterns includes: 
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determining whether the query relates to at least one commercial query pattern 
based at least in part on at least one of a use of stemming, an identification of one 
or more synonyms, an identification of one or more related words, and an 
identification of a category or classification (Fain: [0019, 0051, 0052]) and 
(Petropoulos: [0071]). 



Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-11 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

13. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Monica M. Pyo whose telephone number is 571-272-8192. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon & Thur 8:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Apu Mofiz can be reached on 571-272-4080. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Monica M Pyo 
Examiner 
Art Unit 2161 

mpyo 
9/15/2007 



